Among the many attempts to solve the problem of delinquency, the study conducted by the Gluecks' stands out. Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency is too well known to go, but briefly, into it. The Gluecks matched 500 delinquent against 500 non-delinquent boys with regard to age, general intelligence, residence in under-privileged neighborhoods, and ethnico-racial origin. The investigation was conducted on the four following levels: the socio-economic, somatic, intellectual, and emotional-temperamental. The last level was explored by means of the Rorschach test, and an analysis of the Rorschach records indicated that delinquents could be differentiated from nondelinquents on the basis of definite psychological traits.
In evaluating their findings, the Gluecks point out that a knowledge of the differences between delinquents and non-delinquents should be utilized for prediction purposes. They suggest prediction tables constructed from social and psychiatric data and from psychological traits determined by the Rorschach test. They recognize, however, the many disadvantages inherent in the Rorschach test for the specific purpose of predicting juvenile delinquency. 2 Among such handicaps are the lack of skilled Rorschach analysts and, when trained clinicians are available, the lack of necessary time. As the Gluecks point out, "If a simpler and less time consuming test could be developed to bring out the presence or absence of particular Rorschach traits shown to be the most differentiative of potential delinquents from nondelinquents, it would be a powerful aid to those clinics, schools, courts and institutions that do not have the trained personnel or cannot take time to administer and interpret the entire test." ' 
METHOD
The test used was the House-Tree-Person (H-T-P) test. 4 The choice of drawings was prompted by a number of reasons, discussed by Hammer, 5 the most pertinent of which are the short time needed for administration and scoring and the general assumption that they are less threatening and more acceptable to adolescents than other of the drawings.
Subjects
The experimental group was composed of 30 boys from a correctional institution for white male juvenile delinquents in Virginia, ranging in age from 14.4 to 16.9 years, with a mean age of 15.8 years. The Gluecks' definition of delinquency was adopted, 6 and only such subjects were ineluded in the experimental group as had been convicted of offenses which when committed by persons beyond the age of 16 were punishable as crimes. The control group was composed of 30 white boys from a Richmond public school located in a high delinquency area. They were considered non-delinquent after a check with juvenile court records revealed that they had not come to the attention of juvenile authorities. They ranged in age from 14.4 to 16.8 years, with a mean age of 15.2 years. The two groups were matched for intelligence; the mean total IQ's of the delinquents and non-delinquents, on the California Test of Mental Maturity (CTMM) were 93.06 and 93.16, respectively.
Scoring
The traits found by the Gluecks to differentiate delinquents from non-delinquents were grouped under the four following categories: (1) hostility, (2) impulsiveness-lack of control, (3) suspiciousness-paranoid indications, (4) lack of anxiety. (See Appendix A.) H-T-P signs, indicative of the above traits, were selected from different sources.
(See Appendix B.) Two judges, one having considerable personal experience with the H-T-P and the other, a skilled clinician, but relatively inexperienced with the technique, were presented with the 60 drawings, each accompanied by a check-list listing the H-T-P signs. They were requested to check the signs present in each drawing. The only information available to the judges was the sex, age, and IQ of the subjects. The number of check marks constituted the score. Tables I and II show the means, standard deviations, and t ratios for the two judges respectively. Only one £ ratio was significant: the two groups differed in their "lack of anxiety." The difference, however, was not in the expected direction; the delinquent group seemed to suffer from anxiety more than did the non-delinquent group. Tables III and IV show inter-scorers' reliability in their scoring of the H-T-P's drawn by delinquents and non-delinquents respectively. Correlations were all significant at the .01 level, with [Vol. 55 one exception. The reliability of the two judges in scoring the degree of "impulsiveness" of the nondelinquent group was significant at the .05 level.
RESULTs

DISCUSSION
The above negative results cast much doubt on the ability of projective drawings to differentiate between delinquents and non-delinquents. In fact, when drawings are used in the manner described, such differentiation is impossible. Yet, it would be premature to discard drawings as a helpful device in detecting character and personality problems. Indeed, scoring was necessarily limited to a narrow interpretation of the drawings' contents. Many of their expressive aspects, 7 such as sequence, pressure, quality of stroke, were lost. Furthermore, in an effort at objectivity, the judges were reduced to the rank of clerks, and no use was made of their clinical skill. It may be appropriate, at this time, to point out that Ernest and Anna Schachtel (the Rorschach analysts in Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency) derived their conclusions more from the subjects' "subjective interpretation of the test situation" 8 than from formal Rorschach components. In any case, this experiment injects a further note of caution against the tendency to use a sign-to-sign instead of a total approach in the interpretaton of projective drawings. The only difference found between the two groups is puzzling. In direct contradiction to the Schachtels' findings, delinquents were judged to be significantly more anxious than non-delinquents. Two questions suggest themselves: could the Schachtels' sample have been biased by a 7 Op. cit. supra note 5, at 59-72. high proportion of psychopathic delihquents with little or no anxiety, or, on the other hand, could the sample used in this experiment have been biased by a high proportion of neurotic personalities?
SURieiY
An attempt was made to differentiate delinquents from non-delinquents on the basis of their projective drawings. The H-T-P's of 30 delinquents afid 30 non-delinquents were scored by two judges on the following four factors: (1) hostility, (2) suspiciousness, (3) impulsiveness, (4) lack of anxiety.
The two groups did not differ on the first three factors. Contrary to expectations, however, delinquents were found to be more anxious than nondelinquents. In spite of the negative results, it was not felt that drawings should be discarded as a useful technique, but caution was suggested against the sign approach to their use. 
